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1 alſo will ſhew my opinion Job xxxii. 10. 
I give my judgment as one that hath obtained mercy of 
the Lok D to be faithful. 1. Cor. vii. 25. 


In vain do they worſhip me teaching for ductrines the 
commandments of men Matt. xv. g. 

To the law and to the teſtimony : if they ſpeak not ac- 

cording to this word, it is becauſe there is ns 
light in them. Ifai. viii. 20. 
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ü To the RE A D E R. 


CHRISTIAN READER, 


7 & HE defign of the following tra# is to affift Chriſ- 

tians in their ſearches after truth concerning the 
Impoſition of hands upon the baptized, and to 
promote peace and harmony among thoſe good people 
who may differ in their ſentiments about it. With this 
view, I have here faithfully produc'd what is chiefly 
ſaid on both fides. And 1 defire of thee Chriſtian 
Reader! (and it is a reaſonable requeſt) to diveſt 
thyſelf of all prejudice for or againſt thoſe good men 
that are not agreed in this point, and alſo for or 
againſt the practice itſelf ; and give thyſelf free 
liberty to judge determine and af, according to the 
abeight of evidence that may appear to be for or againſt 
it. Search the word of GOD thyſelf, and remember the 
beſt teachers know but in part. And let me alſo defire 
of thee io confider, that the practice in queſtion whe- 
ther a duty or not a duty, is far from being one of the 
weightier matters of the law ; and therefore let thy 
zeal for it be moderate (if that be thy judgment) and 
may the Lox D give me and thee underflanding in all 
things ! 
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KELIXS the validity of all religious inſtitutions 
BA A Ia depends on their divine authority, it 
* l muſt be the indiſpenſible duty of every 
KN N Chriſtian ſeriouſly to enquire, concern- 
ing every uſage that claims the honor of being 
a divine appointment, is this of Gop or of Men? 

AnvD this enquiry I propoſe to make in the 
following tract, with reſpe& to the uſage of Impo- 
ſition of hands upon the baptized as ſuch. 

Axp that this practice, i. e. laying on of hands 
upon the baptized as ſuch, is not of Gop but of 
Men, notwithſtanding ſome thro' a miſtaken zeal, 
even make it a term of Chriſtian communion, to 
me appears undeniably plain and evident from the 
following obvious conſiderations. | 

Firſt, Becauſe we have no command or direBion | 
for it from our Lozp Js us CHRIST, the great 
and only lawgiyer of his Church, 

Az | I's 


Ba 

Is the. commiſſion iſſued forth to his Apoſtles 
to go and teach all nations baptizing them, &c. 
there is not the leaſt intimation that they ſhould 
when they had taught and baptized them lay hands 
on them. And is it reaſonable to ſuppoſe if it had 
been the will of Cyr1sT that this ſhould have been 
practis'd, he would not upon this occaſion have 
mention'd it ? Would it not have been very natural 
to add, when he had commiſſioned them to go teach 
all nations baptizing them, &c. and laying hands 
on them But there is not a ſyllable of this kind, 
If it ſhould be ſaid je is included in the things 
which the Apoſtles were to teach them, it may be 
anfwer'd, how do you know that ? If this kind of 
reaſoning be admitted, you may upon the fame 
foundation introduce and eſtabliſh any human In- 
vention whatever. 

- Secondly, There is no proper or ſufficient example 
of hands being laid upon the baptized as ſuch. 

We no where read of John the Baptiſt uſing it 
on the multitudes he baptized. Our Lon D himſelf 
after he was baptiz'd had no hands laid on him. 
And if he intended to appoint this uſage as an or- 
dinance in his Church, why ſhould he not ſet an 
example of it gs well as of baptiſm and the Lon p's 
ſupper ? He needed not the one more than the 
other. And as he gave the greateſt ſanction to 


* both the laſt inſtitutions, baptiſm and the Lox v's 


ſ 4421 by his own exam ps one would expect he 
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ſhould to this alſo of laying on of hands, if it 
had been his will that this practice ſhould have 
been attended to as a divine ordinance, But here 
is not the leaſt notice taken of it. Not ſo as to 
the ſabbath; for we read of his coming to his 
diſciples and ſpeaking peace to them repeatedly on 


the firſt day of the week; ſee John 20. 19.—21. 


26. And as our Lord did not himſelf ſubmit to 
this rite, ſo neither does it appear thoſe diſciples 
did which he made and by his Apoſtles baptized ; 
ſee John 4. 1. 2. And if this practice of laying on 
of hands ſucceeded baptiſm (as is pretended) it 
ſeems ſtrange there ſhould be no account of any 
ſuch thing in all the inſtances of baptiſm being 
adminiſter d in the four Evangelifts ; which uy 
there 1s not. 

Anp as there is an entire lence in tiene 
thus far about this rite, ſo in As 2. 38. 39. 40. 
which contains the moſt perfect account of the 
order in which the Apoſtles proceeded in the ad- 
miniſtration of divine ordinances, we have not the 
moſt diſtant intimation of any ſuch thing. We read 
that Peter przached the word to them and called 
upon them to repent and be baptyzed, that they 
who gladly received the word were baptiz'd, and 
that there were added unto them three thouſand 
fouls, and they continued in the Apoſtles doctrine, 
i. e. the doctrine they preached, and in fellowſhip, 
and breaking of bread, and prayers. But here's 
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BE 
not a ſyllable of their having hands laid on them. 
And yet had- this been done, it ſeems hard to ſay 
how it eſcap'd the notice of the hiſtorian, or how 
he came to be entirely filent about it. To /uppoſe 
it was done tho' not mention'd, is to ſuppoſe with- 


out any reaſon or foundation, and diſcovers the 


weakneſs of that cauſe which is oblig'd to have 
recourſe to ſo ſlight an artifice for its ſupport. 
As to its not being ſaid Ad 4. 4. that thoſe 
who believed were baptiz'd, all that was neceſſary 
to the deſign of the hiſtorian in that place, was 
only to obſerve that notwithſtanding the perſecu- 
tion the Apoſtles met with, the word they preached 
was ſucceſsful to the converſion of great numbers. 
But take this paſſage as you will, is this parallel to 
that abovemention'd, wherein notwithſtanding the 
two ordinances of Baptiſm and the Lox p's ſupper 
are expreſly mentioned, there is no notice at al! 
taken of a pretended ird ordinance, i. e laying on 
of hands on the baptized as ſuch? In the one place no 
ordinance at all is mention'd; in the other Hua 
ordinances and ſeveral other things are particularly 
ſpecified, and yet a pretended third ordinance is 
entirely omitted. Beſides, there is no diſpute but 
we have both precept and example for baptizing 
believers in many paſſages, but for laying on hands 
upon the baptiz'd as ſuch, we are without either 
precept or example, not only in the paſſage referr'd 
to but in every other. Nor 1s there any reaſon 
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to ſuppoſe, the Apoſtles themſelves laid hands upon 
the baptized as ſuch, 

Taz places chiefly referr'd to in ſupport of this 
practice are 4s viii. 17, &c. and As xix. 1, 2, 3. 
&c, As to the firſt of theſe, we are told verſe 125 
that when they who heard Phi/ip preaching the 
things concerning the kingdom of Gop and the 
name of jesus CHRIST, they were baptized both 
men and women. Amongſt others Simon, we read 
v. 13, believed alſo, Now when the Apoſtles, tis 
added v. 14, which were at Jeru/alem heard that 
Samaria had received the word of Gop, they ſent 
unto them Peter and John, who when they were 
come down prayed for them that they might receive 
the Holy Ghoſt, for as yet he was fallen on none 
of them, z.e. in his extraordinary gifts whereby 
they might work miracles in confirmation of the 
doctrine they had received, only they were baptized 
in the name of Jesus, Then laid they their hands 
upon them and they receiv'd the Holy Ghoſt z. e. 
in his extraordinary gifts as before noted. For 
they had prior to their baptiſm believed or profeſſed 
ſo to do, and conſequently had received the com- 
mon 2. e. the renewing and ſanctifying influences 
of the Holy Ghoſt. And indeed it ſeems impoſlible 
that we ſhould in this paſſage underſtand any thing 
by the phraſe Holy Ghoſt but his extraordinary gifts, 
as it is expreſly ſaid that as yet 7. e. before the 
Apoſtles laid their hands upon them, he was fallen 
B upon 
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upon none of them. Now this was true only with 
reſpect to his extraordinary gifts. Beſides, it is 
ſaid that Simon ſaw that the Holy Ghoſt was con- 
ferr'd by the laying on of the Apoſtles hands. Now 
if by the Holy Ghoſt be meant ſanctifying grace, 
how could it be en immediately by Simon? The 
power of working miracles might ſoon be viſible, 
but ſpecial ſanctifying grace, eſpecially to a wicked 
man, and ſuch Simon was, could not. And then 
can it be tho't that Simon would have offered the 
Apoſtles money for the power of conferring fanctify- 
ing grace by the laying on of his hands? It is 
plain beyond all reaſonable doubt that by the 
Holy Ghoſt which theſe believers in Samaria re- 
ceiv'd by the impoſition of the Apoſtles hands, 
we are to underſtand his miraculous gifts. 

Wa TRHER the Apoſtles upon this occaſion laid 
hands upon all who had been baptiz'd, or only 
upon ſome who were to be officers in the Church; 
whether upon women and men or only upon the 
latter, is altogether uncertain. If conjectures are 
to be allow'd every one may conjecture juſt what 


he pleaſe. It does not however appear probable 


from the hiſtory, chat they laid their hands upon 
all that had been baptiz'd, as Simon does not ſeem 
to have had hands laid upon him. But be this 
as it will, it does not alter the matter at all. For 
it is fill certain, that all who had hands laid on 


them, receiv'd the extraordinary or miraculous 
| gifts 


1 
gifts of the Holy Ghoſt. And ſuppoſe that there 
were women as well as men who had hands laid 
on them, may it not be conſider'd as an accom- 
pliſhment of that prophecy in Joel ii. 28. 29.— 
and your ſons and your daughters ſhall propheſy, 
&c? Which ſeems the more probable, as Philip 
had four daughters who did propheſy, and very 
likely receiv'd the gift of propheſy, thro* the 
hying on of the Apoſtles hands at this time. But 
that it was not a practice to lay hands upon all the 
baptized as ſuch, ſeems evident from the account 
we have in the ſame chapter where we have ſo much 
about laying on of hands, of the converſion and 
baptiſm of the Eunuch. For in the hiſtory of him, 
there is not a word ſaid of hands being laid on 
him, but from the whole af the account the greateſt 
reaſon to conclude the contrary. However, if 
even all that were baptiz'd had in the Apoſtles days 
hands laid on them, they had thereby extraordinary 
gifts conferr'd, and when ſuch gifts can be con- 
ferr'd now let the practice be renewed. But to 
ſay the leaſt, *tis mere ſuppoſition, and very im- 
probable ſuppoſition, to imagine that hands ere 
laid on all that were baptized. Nay, I think we 
may ſay, *tis certain this was not the caſe. 

As to the Second paſſage, Ads xxx. 1. 2. &c. 
the bare reading the hiſtory of what was done, is 
ſufficient to ſhow its deſign. For we are told that 
when Paul laid hands upon them, the Holy Ghoſt 
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came upon them, and they ſpake with tongues and 
propheſied. And how any ſhould hence infer that 
laying on of hands upon the baptiz'd as ſuch, is 
an ordinance of Cnr1sT, is very ſurprizing. Un- 
leſs the ſame or ſimilar effects could be produc'd 
thereby, why ſhould the practice be continued ? 
Where and when the thing ſignified ceaſes, ſhould 
not the ſign ceaſe? That we need the ſpirit to 
ſtrengthen comfort ſupport quicken ſanctify, &c. 
now as well as thoſe in the firſt times is very true; 
but to plead on this account for the uſe of laying 
on of hands, till that be prov'd a means of con- 
veying the ſpirit in thee reſpects, is quite beſide the 
purpoſe. Upon this plan we might introduce all 
the fooleries of the Church of Rome. For ' tis 
pleaded they are helpful to devotion, &c. and then 
inſtead of two or according to ſome three divine 
inſtitutions, we might have ſeven or perhaps ſeven 
hundred. 

Ix DpEED when we conſider the reaſoning of ſome 
of our brethren, it ſeems ſtrange that laying on 
of hands before baptiſm as well as after has not 
been pleaded for, from the example of Azanias, 
who put his hands upon Saul and reſtor'd fight to 
him and filled him with the Holy Ghoſt, after 


which he aroſe and was baptiz'd. If it be ſaid . 


Saul receiv'd an extraordinary cure by this means, 
which is not therefore to be imitated, it may alfo 
be ſaid that all thoſe on whom hands were laid 
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I 91 [1 
by the Apoſtles receiv'd extraordinary gifts, and 
their example is therefore no more a precedent 
for common practice than the example of Aranias 
with reſpe& to Saul. 

Urox the whole, there is no proper example 
any more than command, for laying on of hands 
upon the baptized as ſuch. We have no account 
of any Miniſters but the Apoſtles that laid hands 
at all. Many others preached and baptized, but 
we have not a ſingle example of any of them laying 
on of hands, but the Apoſtles only. And wherever 
we have any account of their laying on of hands, 
it is evident miraculous gifts were thereby con- 
vey'd. And if they are to be imitated in the uſe 
of a rite whereby they convey'd extraordinary gifts, 
at the ſame time that we pretend not to convey the 
ſame or ſimilar gifts, we may as well pretend to 
imitate them in healing the fick, cleanſing lepers, 
raiſing the dead, or any other thing peculiar to 
the Apoſtolical office. But in order to prove from 
ſufficient example that it is a duty to lay hands 
upon the baptiz'd as ſuch, it ſhould be made to 
appear that all who were baptiz'd had hands laid 
on them, and that impoſition of hands was 
us'd to confer the common ſanctifying grace of 
the ſpirit of Gop. Which however cannot be 
done. 

As to wa and the Loa 's ſupper, they are 


plainly inſtituted by the Logp Jesus CnRIST, 
"2 They 
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They were both attended to by our Log p himſelf, 
and by his Apoſtles and other miniſters. That 
baptiſm was adminiſter'd by ordinary miniſters is 
granted, and it is evident the Lox p's ſupper was 
likewiſe. For can any one imagine that ordinance 
was adminiſter'd by an Apoſtle in the Church of 
Corinth when they fell into ſuch irregularities in 
their celebrating it? Or would the Apoſtle Paul 
have ſent them written directions with reſpect to 
that ordinance, if another Apoſtle had been preſent 
with them to adminiſter it amongſt them ? And 
then the ends to be anſwered by theſe inſtitutions 
are of as much concern to Chriſtians now as to 
the primitive Chriſtians. Which is true likewiſe 
as to the firſt day ſabbath. But not ſo as to Impo- 
ſition of hands. There is no command for this 
uſage. It was practis'd only by the Apoſtles, and 
not by other ordinary Miniſters of Chriſt, that we 
know of, however ſome may /uppo/ſe it was. And 
the ends anſwer'd by it were peculiar to that age, 
when for the confirmation of the Goſpel it was 
neceſſary miraculous gifts ſhould be communicated 
to thoſe that embrac'd it. If this rite of laying on 
of hands had not been us'd to convey miraculous 
gifts, as it certainly was, the example of the 
Apoſtles might be pleaded in ſupport of the prac- 
tice. But as this was undoubtedly the caſe, the 
example of the Apoſtles is no more to the purpoſe 


£0 authorize this rite, than their example in healing 
| the 


45 


(3873 

the ſick, raiſing the dead, &c. to authorize our 
imitation of them in any of theſe things. We 
proceed to obſerve, that as there 1s neither com- 
mand nor example for the laying on of hands upon 
the baptized as ſuch, ſo neither is there Thirdly any 
juſt conſequence from whence this practice can be 
inferr'd. 

Ir is argued that impoſition of hands being men- 
tion'd after the doctrine of baptiſms in Heb. vi. 2. 
plainly ſuppoſes that it follow'd baptiſm and was 
to be us'd aſter it. 

Laying on of hands ſay the patrons of this 
rite, is here join'd with repentance from dead 
works, faith towards Gop, the doctrine of bap- 
tiſms, the reſurrection of the dead, and eternal 
judgment : now if laying on of hands be not a 
conſiderable part of practical religion and one of 
the ſix principles of chriſtianity, why ſhould it be 
join'd here with five important articles of the 
chriſlian faith ? 

Is anſwer to which I would obſerve—it is the 
goctrine and not the rite of laying on of hands, that 
is here mention'd and intended; 3. e. the doctrine 
which was taught by the uſe of this rite under the 
moſaic diſpenſation, as we ſhall ſee hereafter, Now 
this is no more a part of pracbical religion than the 
reſurrection of the dead, and eternal judgment. 
The Apoſtle does not introduce impoſition of hands 
in, this paſſage as a thing practis'd or an ordinance 

now 
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now in force, but only exhorts the believing He- 
brews not to lay again the foundation of the dactrine 
of it; which has no reference at all in my opinion 
to the practice of the Apoſtles in laying on of hands 
upon private members or public officers of the 
Chriſtian Church, for what doctrine belongs par- 
ticularly to that rite? Beſides, here is no command 
for it in this ſcripture, but only the do@rine of it 
mention'd. Now if the mention of the do&rine of 
impoſition of hands be a proof that it is a divine 
inſtitution, I have good proof that laying on of 
hands upon children, and ftretching forth the hand, 
are divine inſtitutions too, for theſe are mention'd 


in ſcripture. But the reference of the Apoftle 
in this paſſage is moſt evidently to laying on of 
hands under the ceremonial law. If it be aſk'd 
why then is it join'd with baptiſms ? We anſwer, 
becauſe chriſtian baptiſm which is but one, is not 
in the leaſt meant here, but ceremonial waſhings, 
The words might as well be render'd the doctrine 
of <vaſhings, as the ſame word is tranſlated chap, 


ix. 10. and in every other place in the New Teſt- 


ament. But then 'tis further urg'd, if we are to 
underſtand the Apoſtle as ſpeaking of the waſhings 
and impoſition of hands us'd among the Jews, why 
are repentance, faith, the reſurrection of the dead, 
and eternal judgment, which are no part of the cere- 
monial law but articles of the chriſtian faith, join'd 
with theſe? To which it may be anſwer'd, theſe 
principles 
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E 
principles tho? chriſtian principles yet are jewiſh 
principles likewiſe. Indeed conſider'd as chriſtian 
principles they are but ſome of the firſt and leaſt 
diſtinguiſhing, and are, therefore compar'd to milk, 
not as has been intimated by a certain writer on 
account of their nouriſhing nature, &c. but as 
being fit only for thoſe that were babes in knows 
ledge and could not bear ſtrong meat. They are 
indeed chriſtian principles, but they are ſuch as 
are common likewiſe to Judaiſm, and which the 
Chriſtian is by no means to reſt in but rather to 
leave if he would go on to perfection. That is 
he is not to deſert or give up theſe principles, but 
to build thereon, and not to be again laying this 
foundation but to go on to perfection. That theſe 
principles are however jewiſh as well as chriſtian 
who can doubt that reads the Old Teſtament? They 
are all taught there with the greateſt clearneſs. In- 
deed it has been ſaid, how can theſe principles be 
ſaid to be jewiſh ſince many among the Jews, the 
Sadducees particularly, denied the reſurrection of the 
dead and eternal judgment? Excellent reaſoning ! 
And how can the doctrines of the Trinity, the 
Deity of CaurisT, &c. &c. be a part then of the 
chriſtian religion, ſince ſo many Arians and Soci- 
nians who profeſs the chriſtian religion, deny 
them ? But ſurely you can't need to be told that 
the jewiſh religion, as delivered of Gop, is one 
thing, and the errors of many of the Jews are quite 
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another thing. It cannot with the leaſt appearance 
of truth I am ſure be ſaid, that the principles 
mention'd by the Apoſtle in this paſſage are not 
taught in the Old Teſtament, ſince 1t is ſo abun- 
dantly evident that they are. Indeed, the Apoſtle 
in this, Heb. vi. 2. ſeems to have had a particular 
reference to that part of the ceremonial law, which 
is recorded in Lev. xvi. You have repentance 
from dead works and laying on of hands in ver. 
21. And Aaron ſhall lay both his hands upon the head 
of the live goat, and confeſs over him all the iniquities 
of the children of Iſrael, and all their tranſgreſſions in 
all their fins, putting them upon the head of the goat, 
&c. And you have faith towards Gop and bap- 
tiſms in the 24 and 28 verſes: And he ſhall waſh 
his fleſh with water in the holy place, and put on his 
garments, and come forth and offer his burnt-offering, 
Sc. And ver. 28, He that burneth them ſhall waſh 
Bis clothes and bathe his fleſh in water, Cc. For 
tho' faith be not expreſsly mentioned here, yet is 
it implied in their offering burnt-offerings to make 
an atonement. And as to the reſurrection of the 
dead, and eternal judgment, even Fob, early as 
he lived, ſeems to have been no ſtranger to theſe 
truths, for he boldly declares, Job xix. 25. &c. 
T know that my redeemer liveth, Sc. And that the 
reſurre&ion particularly, which includes in it an 
eternal judgment without doubt, is to be reckoned 
a jewiſh as well as chriſtian principle, is evident 

from 
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from our Lox D's words, Luke XX. 37. Now that 
the dead are raiſed even Moſes ſhewed at the buſh, &c. 

Uyox the whole, if impoſition of hands upon the 
baptized be a goſpel ordinance, this text in He- 
brews vi. has no reference to it at all ; but the doc- 
trine of laying on of hands in this paſſage, is no 
other than the great doctrine of our redemption 
by Cyr1sT, which doctrine was taught by the uſe 
of this right under the Moſaic diſpenſation: which 
will farther appear from the following remarks. 


Firſt, The epiſtle in which this text is found 
was written to the Hebrews who were jewiſh and 
not gentile believers. 


Secondly, The Apoſtle exhorts theſe believing He- 
brews to leave theſe principles as but the beginning 
(as the word might be render'd) of the doctrine of 
Cunts, and to go on unto perfection. Which 
implies theſe two things. Fir, That theſe things 
are not fix chief principles of the chriſtian religion 
as ſuch, for if they were why ſhould the Apoſtle 
exhort theſe Hebrexws to leave them? Secondly, That 
the Apoſtle conſiders theſe things as believed by 
the Jews, and which Sg thoſe that are in CHRIS 
(fee the elch verſion), 1. e. were the firſt things 
believed by them, and by which they were firſt 
led unto Car15T ; which in this view he might 
with propriety exhort them to leave or not to reſt 
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in, but go on towards a higher degree of per- 
fection. 


Thirdly, From the manifeſt deſign of the Apoſtle's 
words, which was to bring off theſe Hebrew be- 
hevers from the ceremonial law further into the 
goſpel : and from the form of the words which is 


Jewiſh, as repentance from dead works, faith 


gowards God, the dofrine not the rite of bapti/ms in 
the plural number, and laying on of hands : —it is 
evident that by baptiſms is not meant the goſ- 
pel ordinance of baptiſm which is but one, and by 
laying on of hands, is not intended laying hands 
upon the baptized; but the waſhings and laying 
on of hands made uſe of on various occaſions un- 
der the ceremonial law. And indeed it is ſtrange 
that ſo much ſtreſs ſhould be laid upon this paſſage 
which upon the moſt cool and impartial examina- 
tion of it, plainly appears to have nothing to do 
with the matter, 

And it is worthy obſervation what a ſtir is 
made by many about the fix principles or doctrines 


mentioned in this paſſage ; as if they contained 


the whole goſpel, and our ſalvation depended en- 
tirely upon them. And yer here is not a word 
ſaid of the ever glorious trinity, the proper deity 
of the ſon of Gop, original fin, efficacious grace, 
the perſeverance of the ſaints to glory, nor yet, 
if by laying on of hands be meant laying hands 


upon 
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apon the baptized, is there a word of the atone- 
ment that firſt and leading article in the chriſtian 
ſcheme. But it ſhould ſeem by the temper and 
conduct of ſome, that a man may deny any thing 
ſo he does but hold theſe. ſix principles, eſpecially 
that of laying on hands upon the baptized as 
ſach. I bear them record they have a zeal for 
Gon, but not according to knowlege. 

Hitherto then no warrant at all appears to 
juſtify the practice in queſtion. Impoſition of 
hands upon the baptized does not appear to have 
been practis'd by any but the Apoſtles, and by 
them only to confer ſome miraculous and ex- 
traordinary gifts, which cannot poſſibly be an 
example for us, who pretend not to confer any 
ſuch gifts. 

But it is ſaid, tho* by the Holy Ghoſt be meant 
chiefly extraordinary gifts, yet the powerful 
working of the Holy Spirit in them on whom he 
fell, to confirm them in the truth, which ſprang 
forth in their words, in boldly confeſſing Jzsus 
Cur1sT, ſeems to be included. Thus Peter, 
Stephen and Paul, were Men full of the Holy 
Ghoſt, that is of the Spirit that powerfully wro't 
in them, whoſe effects were various. To which 
tis ſufficient to anſwer, that whatever be meant by 
the Holy Ghoſt, tis evidently ſomething that was 
peculiar and extraordinary ; and there is not one 
ſingle inſtance of impoſition of hands- upon the 
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baptized, but miraculous gifts were thereby com- 
municated, That the ſame perſons had alſo and 
perhaps in a large meaſure the common ſanctifying 
grace of the Spirit is not denied, all we ſay is, 
that impoſition of hands upon the baptized was 
a rite us'd to convey extraordinary and not ordi- 
nary gifts. The Holy Ghoſt in his common 
ſanctifying influences we are ſuppos'd to have 
before we are baptiz'd, and are encourag'd to 
hope for larger and larger meaſures thereof as 
our circumſtances may require, in the future part 
of our pilgrimage; but have no authority to 
expect any particular effuſions thereof at the 
period on which hands may be laid on us. 
Bur to prove that ſpecial grace was giv'n by 


the impoſition of hands; that paſſage is urg'd 2 Tim. 


i. 6. Wherefore I put thee in remembrance that thou ſtir 
up the gift of Go which is in thee by the putting 
on of my hands. But in order to make any thing 
of this paſſage in favour of laying on of hands 
upon the baptiz'd as ſuch, it is neceſſary to prove 
firſt, That by gift here is meant ſpecial grace, 
and /econdly, That by laying on of Paul- hands muſt 
be meant his laying his hands on Timothy as a 
baptiz'd perſon and not as a miniſter. But neither 
of theſe things can be prov'd. It has indeed 
been taken for granted that by the gift ſpoken 
of v. 6. is intended the ſpirit of power and love 
and a ſound mind mention'd v. 7, But this does 
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| not ſeem to have been the caſe. By the gift is 


evidently meant a miniſterial gift, which Paul here 
as well as elſewhere exhorts him to ſtir up, that 
is to be diligent in preaching the word in ſeaſon 
and out of ſeaſon, &c. which exhortauion he here 
enforceg by adding for Gop hath not given us 
the ſpirit of fear but of power and love, &c. As 
if he had ſaid, be not therefore diſcourag'd in 
thy work. That this is the Apoſtle's meaning, 
we may be I think certain, if we conſider that he 
is writing to Timothy, not as a private chriſtian 
but as a miniſter of the goſpel as you may ſee 
v. 13. and 14. And Ads xx. 24. the Apoſtle 
expreſſly ſpeaks of the miniſtry as a thing received. 
But then to prove that this gift does not refer to 
a miniſterial gift, but to a gift confer'd by the 
laying on of Paul's hands after baptiſm, and not 
with others at his ordination ; is argued from 
Timothy's being a diſciple of Paul (Paul calls him 
his natural ſon in the faith) and from Paul's ſaying 
particularly —by the laying on of my hands, 
which it is ſuppos'd can't refer to the laying on 
of his hands with the reſt of the preſbytery at 
his ordination, which is mentiun'd 1 Tim. iv. 14. 
To which we anſwer that Timothy was Paul's 
diſciple we allow, but that Paul did not baptize 
him ſeems evident from 1 Cor. 1. 16. Whether he 
laid hands on h'm as a baptized perſon is altoge- 


ther uncertain. But that the laying on of his 
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hands ſpoken of here refers to his ordination to 
me is moſt evident, becauſe the gift given him 
thereby which he is exhorted to ſtir up, plainly 
refers to the miniſtry. And as to Paul's mention- 
ang his hands particularly, tho' others join'd with 
him upon that occaſion, *tis natural to ſuppoſe it 
might be to give the greater weight to what he was 
ſaying. to his ſon Timotly, who no doubt had a 
peculiar affection for his father Paul. But after all 
whether the ſenſe that has now been given of this 
paſſage be the true one, which to me it undoubt- 
edly is, or whether the gloſs put upon 1t by thoſe 
of a different way of thinking be the true one, it 
is at beſt but a conjecture that can be form'd from 
this paſſage in favour of laying on of hands upon 
the baptized as ſuch: and whether it 1s right to 
plead for any uſage as a divine ordinance from a 
meer conjecture, judge ye. 

Thus have we ſeen that there is neither com- 
mand nor example nor certain conſequence, to 
juſtify the practice of laying hands on the baptized 
as ſuch. 

As to many of the arguments brought in favour 
of this practice by a late writer, they are ſuch 
meer ſuppoſitions without the leaſt colour of pro- 
bability to ſupport them, that I ſhould reckon it 
low unmanly trifling to pretend to enter into a 
particular conſideration of them. Every thing 
that is in the leaſt to the purpoſe I have fully 


handled, As 
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As to impoſition of hands in ordination, *tis a 
diſtin thing from the practice we have been con- 
ſidering. But hit is practis'd by many only as 
a ſign of their approbation, &c: of the perſon or- 
dained, and not as a divine inſtitution: and by 
many others it is not pradtis'd at all. And yet thoſe 
who do, and thoſe who do not practiſe it, join in the 
ſame ordinations, ſo far are they from making it a 
term of chriſtian communion and aſſociation with 
each other. And was impoſition of hands upon the 
baptized, practis'd not as a divine ordinance and 
made a ferm of communion, &c. but only as an 
expreſſive method of praying in a particular man- 
ner for ſuch perſons at their admiſſion into the 
church, it might perhaps be innocently done. 
But to uſe it as a divine ordinance, when it is not 
ſo, has a very pernicious tendency. For firft, it 
tends to feed the pride of miniſters, and make 
them think more highly of themſelves than they 
ought to think ; as if they had a power which in 
fact they have not. And indeed this ſeems to ac- 
count for the intemperate warmth diſcovered by 
ſome of that character in ſupport of this practice. 
And then ſecondly, it is likely to deceive thoſe who 
ſubmit to it, by raiſing their expectations of ſome- 
thing which they fall ſhort of; and cauſing them 
to eſteem themſelves better than others. 
That prayer, ſolemn fervent prayer, ſhould be 


put up for all that are admitted to Church mem- 
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berſhip, and particularly at their firſt commencing 
members no one diſputes. That we need a larger 
and larger meaſure of light and love, &c. 1s moſt 
certain; and we are encouraged to aſk that we 
may receive. But to plead for the uſe of a parti- 
cular right as a divine ordinance which 7s not /o, 
is a ſinful teaching for doctrines the fancies of 
fallible men. 

I might have adduced many great authorities 
from writers of the firſt rank and eminence in fa- 
vour of that ſenſe I have given of the paſſages 
where this rite 1s ſuppoſed to be referr'd to; 1 
might alſo have taken notice of the general diſ- 
uſe of this practice among the diſſenters of every 
denomination in England, a very few only ex- 
cepted ; but 1 diſclaim implicit faith, as much as 
thoſe on the other fide of the queſtion, and am 
tenacious of the ſacred word as the only teſt of 
truth, Thoſe that are for impoſition of hands 
upon the baptized, may plead if they will the 
cuſtom of the eſtabliſh'd Church to confirm per- 
ſons when they can ſay the Lord's prayer the creed 
and the ten commandments (which does not ſuc- 
ceed baptiſm as adminiſter'd by them now, but 1s 


done when they come to years of maturity) and 


they may plead its being one of the ordinances 
adopted by the Church of Rome alſo : we will not 
diſpute with them about the ſanction ariſing from 


ſuch authorities. 
I would 
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1 would further obſerve that it would be well 
for a late writer in favour of this uſage, if he was 
to conſider the conſequence of his own reaſonings, 
Had he done this, ſurely he would not have laid 
himſelf ſo open as he has. For if ſuppoſition is to 
paſs for argument, why may we not ſuppoſe as 


many do that the. infant ſeed of believers are - 


to be baptiz'd, and that waſhing of feet, anoint- 
ing with oyl, the holy kiſs, &c. are divine ordi- 


nances ? There is as much if not more, ſaid for 


theſe things as for laying hands on the baptized ag 
ſuch. 

InvetD ſome of the advocates for this rite 
have practis'd, anointing with oil thoſe that were 
ſick, but with what ſucceſs and reputation is left 
for them to ſay. 

TER have been alſo, and doubtleſs are 
ſome ſtill, who would much approve of the primi- 
tive cuſtom of having all things in common; but 
here others chooſe to depart from the primitive 
apoſtolic cuſtom. And yet is there not much 
more ſaid for that, than for impoſition of hands 
upon the baptized as ſuch ? There is no doubt but 
this having all things common was practis'd, ſee 
As ii. 44. nor is there any mention of its being 
abrogated, or confin'd to the Apoſtle's days. And 
yet this cuſtom is allow'd to be but temporary, but 


not ſo as to impoſition of hands, tho' by no means 


ſo well ſupported. 
THERE 
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THERE have been alſo ſome of late, who have 
practis'd leaping and jumping in the ſervice of 
Gop, and have pleaded David's example in ſup- 
port of it. And indeed when men give way to 
their own fanciful interpretations of ſcripture, 
what abſurdities may they not run into ? 

Hap the champion for this rite of laying hands 
upon the baptized, employed his time and zeal 
in recommending and inculcating brotherly love 
and harmony, one would naturally ſuppoſe he muſt 
have done a more acceptable ſervice to Gop and 
good men, and much better have anſwered the 
ends of the chriſtian miniſtry ; than in kindling a 
fire in the Churches and among brethren who were 
at peace, and would perhaps have continued ſo, 
had not this flame been kindled by his inſtrumen- 
tality. A flame, which it is to be fear'd (and to 
me, whatever it may be to him, tis a painful 


thought) will ſcarcely be extinguiſhed in his days 


if at all.— But oh thou Gop of love and peace, 
prevent ſo great a calamity, and let not conten- 
tion and ftrife proceed any further, but grant that 
harmony and friendſhip may be again reſtor'd 
and eſtabliſh'd! 

I have only to add, that I heartily wiſh we may 


be all inſpir'd with the pacific ſpirit of Abraham 


when he ſaid to Lot, Gen. xii. 8. Let there be no 
Arie I pray thee betwixt me and thee—for ave e oe 
BRETHREN. 
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